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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 and 15 to 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by WO 2000/55251 , as interpreted by the English language equivalent Hakuta et al. 

Hakuta et al. teach a crosslinkable rubber composition in which a vinyl polymer 
(specifically an ethylene/a-olefin/non-conjugated polyene random copolymer), hydrosilyl 
group containing compound and hydrosilylation catalyst are present. See for instance 
column 7, lines 20 and on, and column 40, line 5 and on. This meets (A) to (C) in claim 
1 . The top of column 36 teaches the ratio found in instant claim 19. 

Column 46, line 22 to 25, teach the addition of barium stearate, zinc stearate and 
calcium stearate as processing aids. This specific disclosure anticipates the addition of 
(D). In this manner the claimed curable composition is fully met by the teachings in 
Hakuta et al. This also meets the requirements of claims 16 and 17. 

In addition to the disclosure on column 46, also note the working examples such 
as those found on Table 5. Note that these compositions include stearic acid and zinc 
white. This combination will form in situ a metal soap. In this manner too the claimed 
curable composition is fully met by the teachings in Hakuta et al. 

For claim 1 5, see column 33, line 40 and on. 

For claim 19, in addition to the top of column 36, see the preferred amount of not 
more than 5 parts by weight found on column 46, line 29. For claim 18, see column 44, 
lines 16 and on. Column 48 discloses curing the composition in a mold. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1 to 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
WO 1999/07803, as interpreted by the English language equivalent Fujita et al., further 
in view of WO 2000/55251 , as interpreted by Hakuta et al. 

Fujita et al. teach an curable composition that contains (A) - (C) as claimed. See 
for instance the bottom of column 3 and the catalysts on the bottom of column 21 . The 
vinyl polymer (A) meets the requirements of claims 2 to 14. See for instance columns 4 
and on, particularly the molecular weight distribution on the bottom of column 5 and the 
processes on the bottom of column 6 and on. See also column 9 which teaches the two 
methods of claims 12 and 13. This reference differs from that claimed in that it does not 
teach the presence of (D). 

Hakuta et al. teach metal stearates such as zinc stearate function in comparable 
compositions as a processing aid. 

Please note that It is prima facie obvious to add a known ingredient to a known 
composition for its known function. In view of this the skilled artisan would have found 
the addition of a zinc stearate processing aid to the composition in Fujita et al. to have 
been obvious. Processing aids are additives that facilitate processing and the skilled 
artisan would have recognized that this would be a desirable improvement for the 
composition in Fujita et al. 

5. Claims 1 - 2 and 14-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatent- 
able over Kusakabe et al. in view of WO 2000/55251 , as interpreted by Hakuta et al. 

This rejection relies on rationale comparable to that noted in paragraph 4, supra. 
Kusakabe et al. teach a process of making acrylic polymers having alkenyl functional 
end groups. See column 2, lines 35 and on, which teaches the specific preparation 
found in claim 12. See also the working examples, such as Example 1, which prepares 
a polymer having the molecular weight distribution of claim 2. Column 1 1 , lines 60 and 
on, teaches the organohydrogen compound (B) while column 14, lines 1 and on, teach- 
es the catalyst (C). This differs from that claimed in that it does not teach the presence 
of (D). 
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Hakuta et al. teach metal stearates such as zinc stearate function in comparable 
compositions as a processing aid. 

Please note that It is prima facie obvious to add a known ingredient to a known 
composition for its known function. In view of this the skilled artisan would have found 
the addition of a zinc stearate processing aid to the composition in Kusakabe et al to 
have been obvious. Processing aids are additives that facilitate processing and the 
skilled artisan would have recognized that this would be a desirable improvement for the 
composition in Kusakabe et al. 

6. To establish that which is conventional and known in the art, the Examiner refers 
to column 8, line 66 of Davis et al., column 7, line 10 of Lee et al. and column 3, line 31 
of Garcia Duran et al. Each of these references teach that zinc stearate is a known or 
commonly used processing aid. This supports the position of obviousness, above. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Margaret G. Moore whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 1090. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Wednesday and 
Friday, 10am to 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Randy Gulakowski can be reached on (571 ) 272-1302. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571^272-1000. / A-—/ ' 
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